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The Panel believed that additional data, including results of further tests for carcinogenicity and reproductive tox-icity and of more complete monitoring for residues, were required before a hearing could be held profitably. Because EPA had not asked the Panel to approve the holding of a hearing and believed that it would be more efficient to deal with all uses of 2,4,5-T at one time, the Agency persisted and announced a hearing on the risks and benefits of 2,4,5-T, which began in March 1980. This difference, coupled with congressional displeasure with EPA's original suspension of 2,4,5-T and Silvex, led ultimately to the 1980 statutory amendment mandating that the Scientific Advisory Panel review the studies that underlie suspension decisions.
EPA's Subcommittee on Airborne Carcinogens
The Subcommittee on Airborne Carcinogens, a part of EPA's Science Advisory Board, was not mandated by statute.  It was created in 1980 at the request of the Assistant Administrator for Air, Noise, and Radiation to review the assessments that the Agency is statutorily required to submit for Board review. Members of this Subcommittee were appointed by the Administrator? however, it no longer exists, having recently been merged with the Environmental Health Committee of the Science Advisory Board.
The Subcommittee reviewed six pairs of draft documents that included hazard identification and dose-response assessments produced by the Carcinogen Assessment Group and exposure assessments produced by private contractors for EPA's Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards. The chemicals evaluated in those documents were trichloro-ethylene, perchloroethylene, methylene chloride, methyl chloroform, acrylonitrile, and toluene. Subcommittee members reviewing these documents included a biochemist, a biostatistician, a pathologist, an engineer, an oncologist, a toxicologist, and a meteorologist. Five members were affiliated with universities and one with a research consulting organization? the seventh was a private consultant.
In accordance with the Federal Advisory Committee Act, the Subcommittee's review was held in public and announced in the Federal Register, and interested members of the public were invited to make oral and written presentations. Several such presentations were made, primarily by representatives of industries that would be affected